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Case No. 9421 
In the Supreme Court 
of the State of Utah 
GRANT SHAW and ILA SHA! 
husband and wife, 
Plaitntiffs an.cl Bespottde , 
-:vs.-
BUE ABRAHAM and GLORIA .._.. ____ ____,, 
RA.HAM, husband and wife, Md 
MARY J. ABRAHAM, BEN BOYCE 
and GADDIS INVESTMENT COK--. 
PANY, a Utah corporation, 
Defendants attd .A~ ,, 
AND 
MARY J. ABRAHAM, .,, 
Plaintiff MUl .App;sil,.,,, 
-:vs.-
BUE ABRAHAM and 
" ABRAHAM, 
Def eflidaf#,ts tlfltl .A:_.1111111 
AND 
GRANT SHAW and ILA 
Defendants a.ttd .B. U.-11 
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In the Supreme Court 
of the State of Utah 
GRANT SHX\V and ILA SHAW, 
husband and wife, 
Plaintiffs and Respondents, 
-vs.-
RUE ABRAHAM and GLORIA AB-
RAHAM, husband and wife, and 
MARY J. ABRAHAM, BEN BOYCE 
and GADDIS INVESTMENT COM-
P ANY, a Utah corporation, 
Defendants and Appellants, 
AND 
MARY J. ABRAHAM, 
Plaintiff and Appellant, 
-vs.-
RUE ABRAHAM and GLORIA 
ABRAHAM, 
Defendants and Appellants, 
AND 
GRANT SHAW and ILA SHAW, 
Defendants and Respondents. 
PETITION 
No. 9421 
Plaintiffs and Respondents petition this Honorable 
Court for a rehearing in the above entitled case upon the 
ground and for the following reasons: 
2 
I 
The opinion of the Court reveals that the Court has 
failed to discuss and completely overlooked that portion 
of the Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law and Decree, 
contained in paragraph XI of the Findings of Fact and 
Conclusions of Law wherein the Trial Court set aside a 
deed given by plaintiffs to Rue and Gloria Abraham, held 
for naught the mortgage given without consideration 
by Rue Abraham and Gloria Abraham to Mary J. Abra-
ham, mother of Rue Abraham, which was given to secure 
debts of Rue Abraham and Gloria Abraham which anti-
dated the date of the signing of the contract between Rue 
Abraham and Gloria Abraham, Grant Shaw and Ila Shaw. 
II 
The Court also failed to note in the Decision the fact 
which the Trial Court found that defendant did not have 
any intentions of performing and paying the agreed price 
for the premises of plaintiffs under the terms and condi-
tions of the Uniform Real Estate Contract, and that the 
contract itself was a fraudulent device. 
III 
The petitioners believe that the three pertinent mat-
ters which the Court has overlooked, namely, the trans-
fer of title by Plaintiffs to Rue and Gloria Abraham of 
plaintiff's home, the placing of a $5850.00 mortgage on 
the home to Mary Abraham without giving any portion 
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of said amount to the plaintiffs, and the fact that the 
defendant, Rue Abraham, had no intentions and no ability 
to meet the terms and conditions of the contract which he 
signed with the plaintiffs and respondents, should adrl 
sufficient evidence to the evidence contained in the Record 
and discussed by the Court to justify the Court in grant-
ing a rehearing and reversing its announced decision to 
reverse the Trial Court's Decision. 
Respectfully submitted, 
DWIGHT L. KING 
Attorney for Plaintiffs and 
Respondents. 
